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ABSTRACT 
This research aims to prove that Accent Reduction Software can improve 
pronunciation of grade eight students of SMP Negeri Model 
TerpaduMadaniPalu. This research applied a quasi-experimental research 
design with 60 students as sample. The sample of this research was selected by 
using a cluster random sampling technique. The instrument of data collection 
was pre-test and post-test. The data gathered were analyzed statistically. The 
result of the data analysis shows that there was a significant difference between 
the result of the pre-test and post-test. It was proved by seeing the mean score 
for both tests’ results where the mean score of the experimental group was 
significantly improved from 53.12 to 85.44. Meanwhile, the control group’s 
mean score was improved from 49.33 to 59.11. Then, the researcher computed 
the t-counted in order to found out the significant difference in the students’ 
ability. It could be concluded that the research hypothesis is accepted. In other 
words, implementing Accent Reduction Software can improve pronunciation 
of grade eight students of SMP Negeri Model TerpaduMadaniPalu. 
Keywords: Pronunciation, Coronal Sounds, Accent Reduction Software. 
Penelitian ini bertujuan untuk membuktikan bahwa Accent Reduction Software 
dapat meningkatkan pelafalan siswa kelas delapan SMP Negeri Model 
Terpadu Madani Palu. Penelitian ini menerapkan desain penelitian kuasi-
eksperimental dengan 60 siswa sebagai sampel. Sampel penelitian ini dipilih 
dengan menggunakan teknik cluster random sampling. Instrumen 
pengumpulan data adalah pre-test dan post-test. Data yang dikumpulkan 
dianalisis secara statistik. Hasil analisis data menunjukkan bahwa ada 
perbedaan yang signifikan antara hasil pre-test dan post-test. Itu terbukti 
dengan melihat skor rata-rata untuk kedua hasil tes di mana skor rata-rata 
dari kelompok eksperimen secara signifikan meningkat dari 53,12 menjadi 
85,44. Sementara itu, skor rata-rata kelompok control ditingkatkan dari 49,33 
menjadi 59,11. Kemudian, peneliti menghitung t-hitung untuk menemukan 
perbedaan yang signifikan dalam kemampuan siswa. Dapat disimpulkan 
bahwa hipotesis penelitian diterima. Dengan kata lain, mengimplementasikan 
Accent Reduction Software dapat meningkatkan pengucapan siswa kelas 
delapan SMP Negeri Model Terpadu Madani Palu. 
Kata Kunci: Pelafalan, BunyiKoronal, Accent Reduction Software. 
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INTRODUCTION 
In the 2013 curriculum, it is stated that there are some aspects which must be assessed 
by the teachers to find out the students’ ability, such as speaking skill. The aspects are 
pronunciation, intonation, fluency, and accuracy. Therefore, it is important for students to 
learn pronunciation in order to deliver their messages. 
Pronunciation must be uttered in a correct way because an error in pronouncing words 
can cause miscommunication. It is common in English where the way that the words are 
written is different from how the words arepronounced. Mispronunciation occurs often to a 
second language learner. That is why pronunciation becomes one of the most important 
parts of the language. 
Based on the researcher’s preliminary observation, she found out that the problems 
faced by most of the learners who are studying English are; first,students often get confused 
about the same sound of a word that is being pronounced, for example, they couldn’t 
differentiate the sound (/ʃ/, /ʒ/) from (/s/, /z/). They also couldn’t differentiate the sound (/θ/, 
/ð/) from (/t/, /d/).Harme(2007)suggests that if students want to be able to speak fluent 
English, they should be able to pronounce phonemes correctly and use an appropriate stress 
and intonation. The second problem faced by the students is, when they have been taught by 
a non-native speaker, the outcome is that the learners eventually have a non-standard accent 
which makes the use of English difficult for the native speaker to understand. That is why 
the researcher focuses on the coronal sounds [θ, ð, z, ʃ, ʒ, tʃ, dʒ, and r] for the students to 
improve because those sounds are related to the students’ problems. To solve the problem, 
the researcher should use an appropriate medium in teaching pronunciation. 
In line with the problems above, the researcher discovered that pronunciation 
pedagogy has passed through a great change by the emergence of technologies. That is why 
the researcher uses a technology which is called accent reduction software to improve 
learners’ pronunciation. This software can guide the teachers to provide a better learning 
environment for the learners. It also provides learners with a free environment where they 
can have unlimited access to a repetitive practice on pronunciation at their own pace (Pi-
hua, 2015). The software will be applied based on standard curriculum and basic 
curriculum. The advantage of this medium is it gives students unlimited access and it is 
easier for the teacher to prepare. 
Pronunciation refers to the production of sounds that we use to create meaning. Many 
experts havedefined pronunciation in various ways, but then all of the definitions have 
similar aims. As defined by Burns and Claire (2003) pronunciation is the phonology of the 
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language or perception and production of sounds of a language and how they impact on the 
listener.  Another definition of pronunciation is from Cakir(2011)admitted that 
pronunciation is the key factor that native speakers notice during a conversation.  
A non-native speaker of English has to be very careful in pronouncingsome utterances 
or else he/she may create a misunderstanding between others whom he/she communicates 
with.Breitkreutz, Derwing, &Rossiter(2001) assume that pronunciation is an important 
factor in communication. Poor pronunciation may cause misunderstanding and therefore 
can become a barrier to communication. Furthermore, Richard and Schmidt (2010) defined 
pronunciation as the method of producing certain sounds. Based on the two quotations, we 
can conclude that pronunciation determines whether or not we a communication can run 
well. 
Computer technology has been used for language learning and teaching since the 
1960s. However, the use of computers as language learning and teaching has gained more 
importance only in the last decade or so. As states by Warschauer& Healey (1998): 
 A decade ago, the use of computers in the language classroom was of concern 
only to a small number of specialists. However, with the advent of multimedia 
computing and the Internet, the role of computers in language instruction has now 
become an important issue confronting large numbers of language teachers 
throughout the world. 
 Therefore computer technology makes recording and comparing quite convenient 
(Gilakjani, 2012). Where the computer is not seen as a substitute for a teacher, schools may 
provide a smaller, more limited, but more flexible software that individual teachers will use 
as an add-on to instruction. According to Warschauer and Healey(1998),the benefits of 
adding a computer component to language instruction are many, and they are: 
1. Multimodal practice with feedback 
2. Individualization in a large class 
3. Pair and small group work on projects, either collaboratively or competitively 
4. The fun factor 
5. Variety in the resources available and learning styles used 
6. Exploratory learning with large amounts of language data 
In addition, Zhang (1998) adds that computer and technology can be successfully 
incorporated into a teaching curriculum. A technology of this kind allows the learners to 
take risks and follow their own path without the scrutiny of the teacher. It also allows the 
native speaker model readily available in proper context at any time. 
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 Cheng (2006) proposes eight advantages of using this software. Those are (a) 
prove practices for students through the experiential learning, (b) offer students more 
learning motivation, (c) enhance student achievement, (d) increase authentic materials for 
study, (e) emphasize the individual needs, (f) regard independence from a single source of 
information, and (g) enlarge global understanding. Computers technology can provide a lot 
of fun games and communicative activities, reduce the learning stresses and anxieties, and 
provide repeated lessons as often as necessary.  
METHOD  
In conducting this research the researcher employed quantitative method in the 
form of quasi-experimental research design, specifically non-equivalent control group 
design. This experimental design has two classes which are the experimental and control 
group. In experimental group, the researcher applied her treatment in using Accent 
Reduction Software to improve students’ pronunciation. While in control group the 
researcher did not apply her treatment using the software. As supported by 
Cresswell(2005)that individuals in the experimental group receive the experimental 
treatment, while those in the control group do not. Both of this group will be given a pre-
test and a post-test. Then the researcher will compare both groups’ ability in pronouncing 
the words. The design of this research is adopted from Cohen, Manion, and 
Morrison(2005)as follows: 
O1 X O2 
O3  O4 
Where: 
O1: Pre-test of experimental class 
O2: Post-test of experimental class 
O3: Pre-test of control class 
O4: Post-test of control class 
X: Treatment of experimental class 
 The population of this research was the eighth grade students of SMP Negeri 
Model TerpaduMadani. There are five classes in the eighth grade, but only two classes were 
observed, the first class was the experimental group, and the second class was the control 
group. Each class consists of 27 to 30 students. 
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 In taking the sample, the researcher uses cluster random sampling technique. In 
choosing the class the researcher wrote down the name of each classroom in some small 
pieces of paper, folds them then shook the pieces of paper in a box. Then the researcher will 
pick two of the folded papers as her experimental and control groups. 
 The instrument that the researcher used in this research was test; pre-test and 
post-test. The researcher also used a voice recorder to record the students when pronouncing 
the words that the researcher provided during the test to avoid mistakes in scoring the 
students performance. Both pre-test and post-test were used to measure students’ abilities in 
pronunciation. The topic of the test was taken from the students’ handbook, other related 
books, and the Internet. 
 Technique of data collection is a way to get the data accurately to support this 
research. In this research, the researcher employed performance assessment where the 
students were told to read aloud words provided while the researcher records the students’ 
voice. Additionally the researcher gave a written test for the students. 
 The pre-test was given to grade eight students in order to find out the students 
ability in pronouncing the English words before they were given the treatment by using the 
accent reduction software. The pre-test was given to both experimental and control class. 
Meanwhile, the researcher gave the post-test to students in both experimental and control 
groups. She gave the post-test to found out the ability of the students in pronouncing 
English coronal sounds after they have been given the treatment.  
 The data collected through test were analyzed by employing simple statistic. The 
researcher computed the individual score,the mean score of both experimental and control 
group, the square deviation score for both experimental and control group, and t-test by 
using the formula proposed by Arikunto(2006) 
FINDINGS 
In collecting the data, there were two kinds of test used by the researcher, which 
were pre-test and post-test. Both experimental and control groups were given the test. The 
researcher applied the pre-test before doing the treatment in order to find out the students’ 
ability in pronunciation especially coronal sounds. Meanwhile, the post-test was given after 
the treatment in order to know the impact of implementing Accent Reduction Software that 
was applied during the treatment. The pre-test result of both groups can be seen in the 
following tables. 
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Table 1 
The result of pre-test in experimental group 
No Initials  
Score 
Raw 
(0-30) 
Standard 
(0-100) 
1 AHM 18 60.0 
2 ARA 11 36.7 
3 AZS 23 76.7 
4 AA 18 60.0 
5 AAMA 18 60.0 
6 AATT 15 50.0 
7 AAA 14 46.7 
8 CS 16 53.3 
9 DZP 16 53.3 
10 DM 11 36.7 
11 FD 17 56.7 
12 GV 17 56.7 
13 IAS 16 53.3 
14 KPP 19 63.3 
15 LAA 17 56.7 
16 MMS 18 60.0 
17 MKM 15 50.0 
18 MAK 16 53.3 
19 MWL 15 50.0 
20 MGR 18 60.0 
21 NZ 15 50.0 
22 RN 12 40.0 
23 RA 17 56.7 
24 SR 15 50.0 
25 SM 24 80.0 
26 SR 14 46.7 
27 TAAM 14 46.7 
28 WWN 11 36.7 
29 YPP 17 56.7 
30 ZA 11 36.7 
Total Score (ΣΧ1)  Ʃx= 1593,6 
 
Based on table above it can be seen that the highest score of the pre-test in 
experimental group is 80.0 and the lowest score is 36.7. Therefore, only 2 students can pass 
the test. Most of the students’ score in this class are below the standard score of  ≤75. This 
indicates that the students are having problems in pronouncing some English words and 
their ability needs to be improved. The mean score of the pre-test of experimental group is 
53.12. 
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Table 2 
The result of pre-test in control group 
No Initials Name 
Score 
Raw 
(0-30) 
Standard 
(0-100) 
1 AFP 10 33.3 
2 ANA 7 23.3 
3 A 17 56.7 
4 AF 17 56.7 
5 BA 7 23.3 
6 CMS 22 73.3 
7 DYR 17 56.7 
8 EYJ 13 43.3 
9 FNN 13 43.3 
10 GAY 18 60.0 
11 GYH 10 33.3 
12 GSB 18 60.0 
13 IAS 16 53.3 
14 JSP 16 53.3 
15 KM 16 53.3 
16 MPP 13 43.3 
17 MA 12 40.0 
18 MMS 18 60.0 
19 MY 18 60.0 
20 MAS 15 50.0 
21 NKDA 15 50.0 
22 N 14 46.7 
23 NAC 16 53.3 
24 NM 12 40.0 
25 PNR 12 40.0 
26 RFP 17 56.7 
27 RRP 15 50.0 
28 SM 16 53.3 
29 HGA 17 56.7 
30 MPN 17 56.7 
Total Score (ΣΧ1)  Ʃx= 1479.8 
 
By looking at table 2, it can be seen, the result of pre-test of control group 
showed that the highest score was 73.3, and the lowest score was 23.3. Based on the data, 
all of the students in this class cannot pass the passing grade. The mean score of the pre-test 
of control group was 49.33. 
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Table 4.3 
The result of post-test in experimental group 
No Initials Name 
Score 
Raw 
(0-30) 
Standard 
(0-100) 
1 AHM 25 83.3 
2 ARA 27 90.0 
3 AZS 27 90.0 
4 AA 24 80.0 
5 AAMA 25 83.3 
6 AATT 26 86.7 
7 AAA 23 76.7 
8 CS 28 93.3 
9 DZP 25 83.3 
10 DM 24 80.0 
11 FD 25 83.3 
12 GV 26 86.7 
13 I 27 90.0 
14 KPP 27 90.0 
15 LAA 25 83.3 
16 MMS 21 70.0 
17 MKM 24 80.0 
18 MAK 25 83.3 
19 MWL 26 86.7 
20 MGR 25 83.3 
21 NZ 26 86.7 
22 RN 29 96.7 
23 RA 25 83.3 
24 SR 27 90.0 
25 SM 30 100 
26 SR 28 93.3 
27 TAAM 24 80.0 
28 WWN 24 80.0 
29 YPP 27 90.0 
30 ZA 24 80.0 
Total Score (𝚺𝚾𝟏)  Ʃx= 2563.2 
Table 3 shows that there were 30 students of the experimental group received 
post-test. The result on the table shows that the highest score was 100, and the lowest score 
was 70. From 30 students, there was only one student who cannot pass the test. In other 
words, 29 of 30 students’ score are improved. Therefore, the Accent Reduction Software 
can help students to improve their pronunciation ability in pronouncing coronal sounds. it 
was found out that the mean score of the experimental group was 85.44. 
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Table 4.4 
The result of post-test in control group 
No Initials Name 
Score 
Raw 
(0-30) 
Standard 
(0-100) 
1 AFP 14 46.7 
2 ANA 12 40.0 
3 A 19 63.3 
4 AF 18 60.0 
5 BA 12 40.0 
6 CMS 23 76.7 
7 DYR 19 63.3 
8 EYJ 15 50.0 
9 FNN 15 50.0 
10 GAY 25 83.3 
11 GYH 14 46.7 
12 GSB 21 70.0 
13 IAS 18 60.0 
14 JSP 18 60.0 
15 KM 19 63.3 
16 MPP 15 50.0 
17 MA 16 53.3 
18 MMS 23 76.7 
19 MY 20 66.7 
20 MAS 18 60.0 
21 NKDA 18 60.0 
22 N 17 56.7 
23 NAC 19 63.3 
24 NM 15 50.0 
25 PNR 15 50.0 
26 RFP 20 66.7 
27 RRP 17 56.7 
28 SM 18 60.0 
29 HGA 19 63.3 
30 MPN 20 66.7 
Total Score (𝚺𝚾𝟏)  Ʃx= 1773.4 
 
As written on table 4.4, it can be seen that the highest score of post-test in control 
group was 83.3, and the lowest score was 40.0. Therefore, by having the result, the mean 
score of the control group was 59.11. Based on the data gained by the researcher, it is clear 
that the students’ score in control group was increased but not as high as the experimental 
group. 
Having calculated the mean score of the students for both pre-test and post-test, 
the researcher continued analyzing the data by finding out the data of deviation and the 
square deviation of both experimental and control groups. 
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After calculating the mean deviation of both groups’ pre-test and post-test, it can 
be seen that the mean deviation of experimental group was higher than the control group. 
The mean deviation of experimental group was 32.2 while the mean deviation of control 
group was 10.03. 
Before analyzing the data by using the t-test formula, the researcher counted the 
sum-squared deviation of the mean deviation of the mean score for both experimental and 
control groups. The result of the sum square deviation of experimental group is 3364.5 and 
the sum square deviation of control group is 561. 
Moreover, the researcher computed the t-counted to find out the significant 
difference between the experimental and control groups. The researcher found that the t-
counted is 3.538. to know the significant difference of the test, the researcher compares the 
value of the t-counted with the value of the t-table. The degree of freedom (df) of the table 
is 𝑛𝑥 + 𝑛𝑦 − 2 = 30 + 30 − 2 = 58 with 0.05 level of significance cannot be found in the 
t-table. 
The researcher obtained that the value of t-counted was 3.538, and the value of t-
table was 1.832. Thus, the result showed that the value of the t-counted is higher than the 
value of the t-table (3.538 > 1.832). It means that the hypothesis is accepted. Furthermore, 
there was a significant difference of achievement between the experimental and control 
groups. Altogether, the implementation of Accent Reduction Software can improve 
pronunciation of grade eight students of SMP Negeri Model TerpaduMadaniPalu. 
DISCUSSION 
Before the researcher conducted the treatment, there was a process that had been 
given by the researcher. Both of the experimental and control groups were given a pre-test 
to find out the students’ prior knowledge about the sounds. The result of the pre-test showed 
that the students were having some problems in pronunciation. First, the students had some 
problems in pronouncing some English sounds such as /tʃ/ and /dʒ/ because it is an 
uncommon sound in Bahasa Indonesia. Second, it was difficult for the students to 
differentiate the sound [/θ/, /ð/] from [/t/, /d/] and sound [/ʃ/, /ʒ/] from sound [/s/, /z/].  
The students made error when pronounced some words consisting of coronal 
sounds. Thus, after conducting the pre-test, the researcher found that the error in the 
experimental group was 90% or 27 students, while in control group was 93% or 28 students. 
Based on the result of the pre-test in the experimental group, the researcher found that there 
were 28 students (93%) who made error in pronouncing the sound /θ/ and /ð/. In 
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pronouncing the sound /t/ there were 15 students (50%) who made error. Moreover, no 
students (0%) made an error in pronouncing the sound /z/. Then, in pronouncing the sound 
/ʃ/, there were 10 students (33%), and in the sound /ʒ/, there were 20 students (67%) who 
made error. The percentage of the students’ error in pronouncing the sound /tʃ/ was 16 
students (53%), while the error percentage in pronouncing the sound /dʒ/ was 29 students 
(97%), and 18 students (60%) made error in pronouncing the /r/ sound. Moreover, the result 
of the pre-test in the control group showed that there were 23 students (76%) who made 
error in pronouncing the sound /θ/, 25 students (83%) who made error in sound /ð/, and 
there were 10 students (33%) who made error in pronouncing the sound /t/. Then in 
pronouncing the sound /ʃ/, there were 22 students (73%), while in pronouncing the sound 
/ʒ/, the students who made error were 26 students (86%). The percentage of the students’ 
error in pronouncing the sound /tʃ/ was 24 students (80%). Then, the students who made 
error in pronouncing the sound /dʒ/ were 23 students (76%), and 15 students (50%) made 
error in pronouncing the /r/ sound. Based on the error rate of pre-test, it can be concluded 
that the most difficult sounds for experimental group is the sound /dʒ/, and sound /θ/, /ʒ/ for 
control group. After giving the pre-test, the researcher continued giving treatment to the 
students in the experimental group for 6 meetings. During the six meetings, there were some 
process which had been done by the researcher. Firstly, the researcher introduces coronal 
sounds to the students. Then, she explained the sounds and instantiate on how to pronounce 
each sound. Some students find it strange when they saw the IPA (International Phonetic 
Alphabet) which was written by the teacher on the whiteboard, and it was difficult for the 
students to understand the pronunciation because it was unfamiliar for them, but the 
researcher explained all the sounds clearly to make the students understand on how to 
pronounce those sounds. Secondly, the researcher applied the medium which is the Accent 
Reduction Software in teaching pronunciation for each meeting to the experimental group. 
Then the researcher asked the students to search some of the words which were provided by 
the teacher by using the software that contains audio that can be heard by the students, and 
asked them to listen to the audio in the software. By practicing repeatedly and listening to 
the audio carefully, the students slowly can pronounce those sounds correctly. 
After giving the treatment, the researcher gave the post-test to both experimental 
and control groups in order to know whether or not the implementation of the medium 
during the treatment which was given by the researcher can improve the students’ ability in 
pronunciation.After conducting the post-test, the researcher found that all students in the 
experimental group passed the test. It means that no student failed the test.Based on the 
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result of the post-test in the experimental group, there was 1 student (3%) who made an 
error in pronouncing the sound /θ/, /ð/ and /t/, and no students (0%) made error in 
pronouncing the sounds /z/, /ʃ/, /tʃ/, and /r/.In pronouncing the sound /ʒ/, the students who 
made error were 3 students (10%), while the percentage of students’ error in pronouncing 
the sound /dʒ/ were 5 students (16%). Based on those error percentages, it can be said that 
the most difficult sound is /dʒ/ and the easiest sounds are /z/, /ʃ/, /tʃ/, and /r/.Moreover, the 
result of the students in control group that did not receive the treatment was lower than the 
experimental group. It can be proved by seeing the percentage of the students’ error in 
pronouncing the sound /θ/ which was 18 students (60%), and 21 students (70%) in sound 
/ð/. In sound /t/ there were 4 students (13%) who made error. Then, there were no students 
(0%) who made error in pronouncing the /r/ sound. Next, the percentage of the students’ 
error in pronouncing the sound /z/ was 3 students (10%), while the students who made error 
in pronouncing the sound /ʃ/ were 8 students (26%). In pronouncing the sound /ʒ/, there 
were 22 students (73%) who made error, and in pronouncing the sound /tʃ/ the error 
percentage was made by 15 students (50%). Then, there were 24 students (80%) making 
error in pronouncing the sound /dʒ/. In order to know the treatment was acceptable or not, 
the researcher calculated the general percentage of both groups post-test. The result of the 
post-test in the experimental group showed that 30 students (100%) could pass the test 
while the result of the post-test in the control group showed that only 2 students (7%) could 
pass the test. 
By comparing the error rate percentage in pre-test and post-test of both groups, 
the researcher calculated the reduction percentage of error rate in sounds [θ, ð, t, z, ʃ, ʒ, tʃ, 
dʒ, /r/]. In experimental group the reduction of error rate in pronouncing sound /θ/ and /ð/ is 
90%. In sound /t/ the reduction of the error rate is 47%, in sound /ʃ/ and /tʃ/ the reduction is 
100%, while in sound /ʒ/ is 57%, and in sound /dʒ/ is 81%. Moreover, in control group, the 
reduction of error rate in pronouncing sound /θ/ is 16%, 13% in sound /ð/, 20% in sound /t/, 
29% in sound /z/. Then, the reduction of error rate in pronouncing sound /ʃ/ is 47%, 13% in 
sound /ʒ/, 30% in sound /tʃ/, and 4% in sound /dʒ/. By seeing the result of both groups, the 
use of Accent Reduction Software as a medium in teaching English pronunciation can 
improve the students’ pronunciation ability especially in coronal sounds. 
In brief, by implementing a medium that is Accent Reduction Software during the 
treatment, the researcher found that there was a significant improvement on the students’ 
pronunciation of the eighth grade students’ of SMP Negeri Model TerpaduMadaniPalu. The 
result of students’ post-test in experimental group and control group was increased. 
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CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTION 
After discussing and analyzing the data, the researcher draws some conclusion 
based on the result of the data analysis. First, implementing Accent Reduction Software is 
an appropriate medium to improve students’ ability in pronunciation. The result of the data 
analysis indicated that the research hypothesis is accepted. Proved by comparing the score 
between the t-counted and t-table where the result of the t- counted (3.538) is higher than t-
table (1.567). In conclusion, implementing Accent Reduction Software can improve the 
pronunciation of the eighth grade students at SMP Negeri Model TerpaduMadaniPalu. 
Further, during the teaching and learning process, the students showed their excitement 
toward the application of Accent Reduction Software. 
After conducting the research, the researcher would like to provide some 
suggestions that might be beneficial for the improvement in the teaching and learning 
process. First, seeing the effectiveness of Accent Reduction Software medium application in 
teaching and correcting students’ pronunciation, especially in pronouncing coronal sounds, 
it is obviously important for the teacher to consider the implementation of Accent 
Reduction Software as one of alternative ways to apply in the classroom. Students can use 
thissoftware that consists of sound in order to train them to learn to pronounce a word 
correctly because thissoftware, which consists of sound and transcription, can help the 
students when they are learning English, especially pronunciation. By looking at the 
condition of the students, some of them have rich vocabulary but they sometimes 
mispronounced the word. That is why it is important for the students to install this kind of 
software on their laptop or smart-phone. Additionally, the school also can provide the 
software on the computer which is provided in the library in order to help the students learn 
English especially pronunciation. Second, the researcher suggests the students to keep 
practicing the correct pronunciation of English, especially in pronouncing coronal sounds 
since the lack of pronunciation practice in spoken English may well lead to 
mispronunciation. Further, the last thing for the next researchers who are interested in 
conducting the similar research, the researcher expects that there are more attractive 
explanations about the medium in order to get the students’ interest in using the medium to 
improve their pronunciation. 
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